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Sir: £ S ° 

Applicants submit the following reply specifically directed to paragraph 1 ||of the 
Examiner's Answer mailed July 16, 2003. 

In paragraph (1 1), the Examiner equates the tubular rivet (75) disclosed in the Polzer 
'480 patent onto the "stand" of a "retracting unit" recited in claim 1. For reasons given 
hereinafter, applicants submit that no person of ordinary skill in the automotive arts would 
read the "stand" of claim 1 onto such a rivet. 

Claim 1 recites a vehicle mirror assembly that comprises a mirror, a mirror visor, a 
bracket "accommodated within the mirror visor"; a door mirror stay "adapted to be 
connected to the door of the vehicle" and "a retracting unit having a stand and a rotating 
portion connecting said bracket to said door mirror stay". Webster's Ninth New Collegiate 
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Dictionary (1985) page 1148, defines stand as "a frame on or in which something may be 
placed for support." In the specification, the recited "stand" refers to platform 18, which 
rotatably supports a box-like rotation portion 20 (see Figure 1). Hence, the term "stand" in 
claim 1 is used in its commonly accepted mechanical sense. 

In view of the foregoing, the Examiner's "Response to Argument" in paragraph (11) 
of his Answer is fatally flawed. MPEP §2111.01 mandates, that "when not defined by 
applicants in the specification, the words of a claim must be given their plain meaning. In 
other words, they must be read as they would be interpreted by those of ordinary skill in the 
art". Hence, instead of construing the term "stand" in the mechanical sense as a frame on 
which something may be placed for support," the Examiner construes the term "stand" far 
more generally as something "up right". He then goes on to argue that: 

"Polzer' s tubular rivet (75) is considered as the 'stand'. 
Note that this rivet (75) is generally upright as shown in 
the top-down view of Figure 2. . .". 

Applicants submit that no person of ordinary skill in the art would construe the rivet 
(75) shown in the Polzer '480 patent as the recited "stand", as the the rivet clearly does not 
provide any type of frame for supporting anything. Rather, the rivet (75) in combination with 
the bolt hole (12) in the plate extension 10 of the Polzer '480 patent merely provides a pivotal 
joint between the plate extension 10 and the arm 9 of the mirror base 2. For all these reasons 
claim 1 is clearly patentable over the Polzer '480 patent. 

Claims 3 through 6 are patentable at least by reason of their dependency upon claim 1 . 

As independent claims 1 5 and 2 1 expressly recite the step of " mounting the stand of 
the retracting unit to a door mirror stay to mount the vehicle mirror assembly to the door of 
the vehicle...", claims 15 and 21 are each clearly patentable over the Polzer '480 patent for 
the same reasons given with respect to claim 1 . 

As claims 16-20 are dependent upon claim 15, these claims are likewise patentable for 
at least the reasons given with respect to claim 1 . 

Finally, while independent claim 7 does not recite that the retracting unit has a stand 
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and a rotating portion, it does recite the method steps of "mounting the retracting unit to the 
bracket" and then "mounting the retracting unit to a door mirror stay to mount the vehicle 
mirror assembly to the door of a vehicle." Applicants submit that, in the context of claim 7, a 
person of ordinary skill in the art would continue the term "retracting unit" as separate joint, 
and would further construe these method steps to read that a portion of this joint is first 
mounted to the bracket of the mirror assembly, and then another portion of this joint is 
mounted to the door mirror stay on the vehicle. Contrary to the Examiner's position, this is 
not the same as the single step of riveting a mirror assembly plate extension to an arm of a 
mirror base on the vehicle to create a pivotal joint. In short, it is unreasonable to construe the 
"retracting unit" cited in claim 7 as reading on the rivet (75) disclosed in the Polzer '480 
patent, as the Examiner has done. For all these reasons, claim 7 is patentable over the Polzer 
'480 patent. 

As the remaining claims 8-14 are dependent upon claim 7, these claims are patentable 
for at least the reasons given with respect to claim 7. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Thomas W. Cole 
Registration No. 28,290 



NIXON PEABODY LLP 
8180 Greensboro Drive, Suite 800 
McLean, VA 22102 
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